
March 10, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

DoCKETFILE . .
I COpyORlr/~1

'VI/VAL

I am writing on behalfof the National PTA and the Georgia PTA to voice my opposition to the v­
chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group,
on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content
information so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for
their children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent
preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the content ofprograms were
conducted by the National PTA, U. S. News and World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper.
Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to
make those choices themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating
system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV
scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further,
the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information about
programs such as V(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip bank broad enough that would allow parents to receive more
than one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen,
and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents;
and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

o

Sincerely,

~~
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March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Co1mlUnications Corrmission
Office of the Secretary
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RB: CS DtJdteL No. 97-55, FCC 97 - 34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Mason Elementary PTA in
canton, Ohio to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by
Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997.
'lb.e rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sUfficient content
information so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV
progranming for their children. We as parents do not want the TV industry to
interpret what is best for our children. Parents want to make those choices
themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating system
without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that
carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system
has met statutory requirements of the Telecoomunications Act of 1996. I do not
believe this system does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating
system. Instead, I request the fOllowing:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating
system. Further, the FCC shOUld accept no rating system that does not include
content information about programs such as V(for violence), S(for sexual
depiction and nudity) and L(for language);

That the FCC require a V-chip brand broad enough that would allow parents to
receive more than one rating system;

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed
on the screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

That the rating board be indepe,11dent of the industry and the FCC and that it
include Parents; and

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent
research to determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to conment on an issue so important to children
and families.

Sincerely,

71jtL444v V A~/;(?~
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March 10, 1997
UOCKET FILE COpy ORIGINAL

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W. Room 222
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE:CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Denton Avenue PTA to voice my
opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 19, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not
provide sufficient content information sot hat parents can make decisions about what is
appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information
about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World
Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret
what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content
information about the program. Any rating system \\ithout content descriptions on the screen
and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to demonstrate whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system
does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the
following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content
information about programs such as V (for violence), S (for special depiction and
nudity) and L (for language);

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to
receive more than one rating system;

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents; and

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

No. of Cppies rec'd
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Sincerely,



Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Re: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

Dear Chairman Hundt and FCC Commissioners:

2502 Lakeridge Shores Circle
Reno, NV 89509
March 13, 1997

OOCKETF[ECOPYOmGINAL

No.. of Copies rec'd'-"'V"--__
tJatA8COE

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA, the Caughlin Ranch Elementary School
PTA, and myself.

I think that any TV Rating system implemented by the Federal Communications
Commission should be simple and descriptive; that is it should be content-based. I
think the age based system proposed by the Motion Picture Picture Association of
America (MPAA) is confusing and unclear. As a parent I know best what my children
can handle and what things I am willing to have them exposed to. An age-based
system will not give me the tools I need to make these decisions.

I am also president of our local Caughlin Ranch Elementary School PTA. I know that
parents generally care about what their children watch on TV, but that our lives are
very pressed for time. TV is used much more than it should be and if the ratings
system is too complicated parents won't be bothered. On the other hand, a content
based ratings system that is clear and simple will increase the possibility that parents
will be involved in helping their children choose appropriate viewing material.

Please accept only a rating system that includes content information such as V (for
violence), S (for sexuality and or nudity) and L (for language). I also believe that the
rating board should be independent of the film industry and its advertisers, and should
include parents.

Thank you for your consideration of this matter.

Sincerely,

~hu ~JCAL 1n. ~tAc1L~
R~br;~M.~anders
Reno, Nevada



March 1997

Chaiman Reed Hundt and FCC Coomissioners
c/o Federal Coom1nications CaTrnission
1919 M Street N.W., Roam 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chaiman Hundt and CaTrnissioners:

RE:CS Docket No. 97-55, FOC 97-34

DOCKET FILE COpy ORIGINAL

We are writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Granite Wasatch council to
voice our opposition to the v-chip rating SystEm as presented by Jack Valenti,
Chair of the TV Rating Inplementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol
on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content infonnation so that parents
can make decisions about what is appropriate TV prOQI'amning for their children.
Major surveys released this fall which dElTOnstrate overwhelming parent preference
for a rating systEm that gives parents infonnation about the content of prOQI'ams
were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies
Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for
their chi ldren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content
infonnation about the prOQI'am. Any rating system without content descriptions on
the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling 1s useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to detennine whether the industry's rating SystEm has
met statutory requirements of the Teleccmnunications Act of 1996. We do not believe
this system does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system.
Instead, we request the following:

-That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating systEm that does not include content
infornation about programs such as V (for Violence), S (for sexual depiction and
nudity) and L (for Language) i

-That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that w::>uld allow parents to
receive Irore than one rat ing system;

-That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, Irore praninently placed on
the screen, and appear rrore frequently during the course of a program;

-That the rat ing board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it
include parents; and

-That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
detennine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to ccmnent on an issue so irrportant to chi ldren and
families.

~
s~cer~CUrvl

hia Olson
PT President- Mi 11 Creek Elementary
sal t Lake Ci ty, Utah No. of Cwies recld~O__

UstASCOE



Northshore PTA Council
18315 Bothell Way NE • Bothell, WA 98011 • (206) 489-6491

March 10, 1997

Chairman Reed I'!undt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communication Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34
Northshore PTA Council is joining forces with the National
PTA to voice our opposition to the v-chip rating systems
presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementat.ion Group, on January 1'1, 1997. The current.
rating proposal doesn't provide parents and other caregiving
adults with enough information to allow us to make
appropriate choices for our children. At this point, welre
not even sure the industry understands the system it has
devised.

Commercial broadcasters have a poor history of meeting the
needs of our children as evidenced by the many comments of
concern the FCC listed in Report No. DC 95-49 I1Commission
Proposes More Specific Rules To Improve Children's TV I1 on
the industry's compliance with the CTA requirements.

Broadcasters have the ability to use public airwaves. As a
part of that public, we are requesting the FCC to allow us
to be a partner in the development of a rating system. We
agree wholeheartedly with Congress t.hat. "our children are
this nation's most valuable resource, and we need to pay
special attention to their needs. 1l As documented by surveys
this fall, parents want a rating system that includes
content information. Parents also need to be included as
members of the rating board. A period of review should be
established to make sure that the new system developed meets
the needs of parents.

We as parents accept our role and responsibility of raising
our children. We are asking the FCC to accept it's role and
responsibility to make sure that broadcasters conform to the
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996.

As we are all learning t.he role and impact that TV has in
our lives, we do appreciate the role the FCC is playing in
trying to help us all form a partnership to become better
conSl~ers. Thank you for allowing us to comment on behalf
of our children.

Sincerely, ~VA-<'~

~n~daMcKim, Chairs TV: Be Smart., Watch Smart
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DOCKET FILE COpy OR!GINAL

Erika Petersen
13905 Woodward
Overland Park, Ks. 66223
10 March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M kStreet N.W. Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA, our local PTA, and myself as a parent, to
voice my opposition to the V-Chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti. Chair of
the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17,1997. The Rating symbol on the
TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make
decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Parents want
to make the choices themselves based on content information about the program. Any
rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals
that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is reqUired to determine whether the industry's rating has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this
system does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, I
request the following:

Include content information about programs such as V for violence, S for sexual
depiction ,L for language.

Require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system.

Use a larger rating icon on the TV and have it appear more frequently.

Have an independent rating board which includes parents.

After approval of the rating system by the FCC have an independent research firm
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity. This issue is so important for our families and young;
who also have the right not to have their minds influenced in ways they cannot fUlly
comprehend, and are not ready for. ~.~ .. j'L<'-!L:,!-~/

~~%~~es rec'd~O__, ;f/~jk~ c.;tde.-WL40



-~ :..~'-~~!9-L.

a:;},3 (: -(lQ.l~ {itve
OAco-cUa ~ c1/or.b

O
~

No. of C9pies rec·d.~_
lJatABCOE



Mr. Reed Hundt and the FCC Commission
Office of the Secretary
1919 M Street NW, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

DOCKET FILE COpy ORIGINAL

Dear Mr. Hundt,
I am writing you in reference to Docket # CS Docket #97-55 FCC 97-34.
As parent and member of the Thomas Middle PTA and President of the Arlington

Heights Council ofPTAs, I am writing you with my personal concerns regarding not only
the content of the programs shown on television, but also the rating system proposed by
the Television Ratings Implementation Group.

As a person in my early 40's, I grew up watching television. Watching TV was
often a family activity. We laughed, cried and learned from programs shown on TV. As
my own children grew, they watched the typical "Sesame Street", "Mr. Rogers", cartoons,
re-runs of "Lassie" and "Little House on the Prairie" and a variety of sporting events.
Now that they are teenagers I am embarrassed to watch and listen to the programs I see
them watching. Programs shown before nine o'clock in the evening contain more
profanity, sex, suggestive situations and pointless humor than I can stand! Many of the
situations portrayed in these programs are unrealistic and teach negative behaviors. With
all the problems and temptations that children must face each day, why must television
further encourage negative behaviors, explicit sexual situations, disrespect and
unnecessary violence? As far as I am concerned the fewer programs they watch the
better.

With regards to the proposed rating system. I think the age-based rating system
should be replaced by a rating system that rates programs based on violence, sexual
content and nudity, and adult language. It is my responsibility as a parent to determine
what is best for my child according to his age and maturity, not that of the FCC. The level
of intensity ofeach of these areas should be part of the rating system. i.e. "occasional,
frequent or widespread" I also feel that parents should be part of the committee that
determines this rating system and that the rating icon be larger and shown more frequently
during programming.

In order for this new rating system to truly benefit children and youth and for
parents to make wise choices on TV viewing, I strongly encourage the FCC to make the
rating system content-based not age-based.

Sincerely,

&t:ty~
Cathy Robertson
1610 N. Haddow Ave.
Arlington Heights, IL 60004-3918

No. of Copies rec·d!---_O__
ListABCDE



March 11, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street NW., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

I am writing on behalfof the National PTA and the John Nowlin PTA in Blue Springs Missouri
to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Charir of the TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide
sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriated TV
programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent
preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the content ofprograms were
conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents
do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those
choices themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating system without content
descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

• The FCC, by law is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunication Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and ask that
the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, I request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V
(for violence), s (for sexual depiction's and nudity) and I (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parent to receive more that on
rating system;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and
• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it

meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

:d-'l',' 1J ..~
DeWayne Duhon
1608 Ashland Place
Blue Springs,MO 64015

No. of Copies rec'd:-..-.;O"'---__
UstABCOE
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OLIVE BRANCH INTERMEDIATE SCHOOL ' lrllGtVAL

PARENT TEACHER ASSOCIATION
8631 PIGEON ROOST ROAD
OLIVE BRANCH, MS 38654

March 11, 1997

Mr. Reed Hundt
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street NW, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Sir:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

The Olive Branch Intermediate School Parent Teacher Association (1005 members) wants
you to know that we are in opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by the TV
Rating Implementation Group on January 17, 1997. We are glad that the much needed
rating system is f"mally being developed to help parents but it does not provide sufficient
content information so we as parents can make appropriate decisions about TV viewing by
our children.

We suggest that the icon be larger and appear more frequently during the course of the
program and include information about programs such as V (for violence); S (for sexual
depiction and nudity) and L (for bad language). That the rating board be independent of
the industry and the FCC and that it include parents and be evaluated by independent
research to determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for looking into this matter which is so important to the children and families
of America. Feel free to call me at (601) 895-6383.

Sincerely,

Olive Branch Intermediate School PTA

Yvonne Steadman,
PTA President

cc: National PTA, MS PTA

oNo. of Copies rec'd\.- _
UstABCDE



March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
clo Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

VOG/(fT Fli i. ('
• .Le vOPYOR,r11rA', II,JIlVIiL

Your Name
Town, State

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34 ~

I am (we are) writing on behalf ofrhe National PTA and rhe ~tI;Jj1Y?~ncil, dis­
trict, or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17,1997. The rating symbol on
the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference tor a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U S. News and lMJrld Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil­
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act ofl996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more trequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this oPPOrtu~nity~;9co ~nt0 ~a.n issue so important to, children an.d t,amili,eS," __
. /l~" . ,.- ~/;7/7L //) ~ //?ko-

Smcerely, /77J/l "(YV/" 0/ .7'f'/??t? --

.'7/0 ;/t!<:Vl S.I / j/ J7()~ () ~(2 c2,6oy~ k/~';' ?l1'd/lJud H {,;. {1«lJely 6h/t<-5//)'
jt//~~r{~p':S rJc'd'V _/}; - )/(.k?~-/?rl /J5/~,7 -A:..

"<IABer jl'ij;/I'S/:; ~/Af'Jj~



March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
CIOI Federal COmmuniCatiOns CommiSSiOn
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: Os Docket No. 17-55, FCC 17-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Westdale PTA, Inc. to voice my oppoSitiOn to
the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation
Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient
CCn19nt !~~ormat!on so thAt ~ArAntscan make decisions about what Is appropriate TV
programming for their children. Major surveys refeased this fall which demonstrate overwhelming
parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the content of
programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media
Studies CenterJRoper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for children.
Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content Information about the program.
Ant rating system without content descriptions on the screen and pUblicized in periodicals that
carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC I by law, Is required to determine whether the Industry'S rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does SQ and
ask that the FCC not approve the IndUstry rating system. Instead we request the following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the Industry'S rating
system. Further, the FCC shc>uld accept no rating system that does not includec:oment
information about programs such as V (for violence) ,8 (for sexual depiction and nudity) and
L (for language);

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow
parents to receive more than one rating system;

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on
the screen, and appear more frequently during the course of the program;

That the rating board be Independent of the Industry and the FCC and that It
nclUde parents; and

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent
research to determine If It meets the needs 01 the parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

~~~~~
/;~)g~ .;?/(

t/

oNo. of Copies rec'de.-__
ListABCOE



March 12, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.w. Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners,

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

OOCKET FILE COpy ORIGINAL

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Briggs Middle School PTSA to express our
opposition to the V-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen is an opinion of
industry personnel, and offers parents no guidance in making a responsible decision about
which programs are appropriate for their children's viewing based upon family values and their
children's level of maturity. Recently conducted surveys indicate that parents overwhelmingly
prefer a rating system that gives them information about any given program and upon which they
can make their own informed decision. Parents do not want the TV industry to determine what is
best for their children. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and
pUblicized in periodicals that carry TV listings is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
reqUirement of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

* That the FCC not approve the industry's rating system;

* That the FCC only accept a rating system that includes content information about programs,
such as "V" for Violence, "S" for sexual content, and "l" for language;

* That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more
than one rating system;

* That the rating icon on the TV screen be large and prominently and frequently displayed
during the course of a program;

* That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents;
and

* That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

.,t.jad,~
Gail Nelson
Springfield, Oregon

oNo. of C9pies rec'd. _
UstABCOE



March 11, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

OOCKETF~ECOPYORIGINAL

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and California State PTA to express my opposition to
the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair ofthe TV Rating Implementation
Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating· symbol on the TV screen does provide adequate content
information so that parents can make wise decisions about what is appropriate TV programming
for our children.

According to major surveys released this fall, parents overwhelmingly prefer a rating system that
gives us information about the content of programs. Parents do not want the TV industry to
interpret what is best for our children--parents want to make those choices ourselves based on
content information about the program.

The FCC is required, by law to determine whether the industry's rating system has met legal
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this present system does
so, and I ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, I request the
following:

+That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Also, the
FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs
such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

+That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more
than one rating system;

+That the rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine
if it meets the needs of parents;

+That the rating icon on the TV screen by made larger, more prominently placed on the screen,
and appear more frequently during the course of the program;

+That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents.

Thank- you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.
Sincerely,
Mrs. Wendy Levin! 26396 Lombardy Rd., Mission Viejo, CA. 92692

No. of Copies rec'd O__
UstABCOE



March 10, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W. Room 222
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE:CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

DOCKETF[ECOPYOR~WAL

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Denton Avenue PTA to voice my
opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 19, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not
provide sufficient content information so -that parents can make decisions about what is
appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information
about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World
Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret
what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content
information about the program. Any rating system \\ithout content descriptions on the screen
and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to demonstrate whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system
does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the
following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content
information about programs such as V (for \'iolence), S (for special depiction and
nudity) and L (for language);

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to
receive more than one rating system;

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents; and

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to

determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.
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March 13, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N. W., Room 222
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

DOCKETF!! C
.,,/.. COpy ORIGINAL

We are writing on behalf of the National PTA and the de Portola Elementary School PTA to
voice our opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV
Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997.

We feel the rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide enough information so that we
parents can make decisions regarding appropriate TV programming for our children. We do not
want the TV industry to interpret what is best for our children, we want to make these choices for
ourselves bases on content information about the programs. We feel that a rating system without
content descriptions on the screen is useless.

The FCC, by law is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunication Act of 1996. We do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead we request the following:

*The FCC not approve the industry's rating system and accept no rating system that does not
include content information about programs such as violence, sexual content and nudity and
language;

*That the rating board be independent ofthe industry and the FCC and that it include parents;
*That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine

if it meets the needs of parents.

Your consideration of the above request is appreciated on an issue so important to our family and
children.

Sincerely,

Charles & Patricia Nickerson
26291 Lily Glen
Lake Forest, CA 92630
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DOG}(ErF!I C. .

'4.:' COpy OR'~/AIli"",,";AL
Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalfof the National PTA and the Georgia PTA to voice my opposition to the v­
chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group,
on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content
information so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for
their children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent
preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the content of programs were
conducted by the National PTA, U. S. News and World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper.
Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to
make those choices themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating
system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV
scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further,
the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information about
programs such as V(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip bank broad enough that would allow parents to receive more
than one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen,
and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents;
and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.
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Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely, mIt- ~ Wv: J ~ Y\ -i.-
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March 10, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W. Room 222
vVashington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE:CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Denton Avenue PTA to voice my
opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 19, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not
provide sufficient content information sot hat parents can make decisions about what is
appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information
about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World
Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret
what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content
information about the program. Any rating system "ithout content descriptions on the screen
and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to demonstrate whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system
does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the
following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content
information about programs such as V (for violence), S (for special depiction and
nudity) and L (for language);

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to
receive more than one rating system;

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents; and

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.
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March 10, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W. Room 222
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE:CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34
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I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Denton Avenue PTA to voice my
opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 19, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not
provide sufficient content information sot hat parents can make decisions about what is
appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information
about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World
Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret
what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content
information about the program. Any rating system \\ithout content descriptions on the screen
and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to demonstrate whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system
does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the
following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content
information about programs such as V (for violence), S (for special depiction and
nudity) and L (for language);

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to
receive more than one rating system;

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents; and

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

ifcllu~ d)cft~dt/
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March 10, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W. Room 222
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE:CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

DOCKETFjjECQ
~ ,PyORIGINAL

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Denton Avenue PTA to voice my
opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 19, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not
provide sufficient content information sot hat parents can make decisions about what is
appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fail which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information
about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World
Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret
what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content
information about the program. Any rating system "ithout content descriptions on the screen
and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to demonstrate whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system
does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the
following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content
information about programs such as V (for violence), S (for special depiction and
nudity) and L (for language);

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to
receive more than one rating system;

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents; and

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.,
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March 10, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W. Room 222
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE:CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Denton Avenue PTA to voice my
opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 19, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not
provide sufficient content information sot hat parents can make decisions about what is
appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information
about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World
Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret
what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content
information about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen
and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to demonstrate whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. -I do norbdleve"this system
does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the
following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content
information about programs such as V (for violence), S (for special depiction and
nudity) and L (for language);

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to
receive more than one rating system;

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents; and

That any rating system approved by the FCC be e\'aluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families,

Sincerely,

~o. of C9pies rec'd 0
Ust ABCDE ----



March 11, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

DOCKET FILE COpy ORIGINAL

I am writing as a parent and a PTA member to oppose the v-chip rating system as presented by
Jack Valenti, Chair ofthe TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating
symbol he suggests does not provide me with enough information to make a decision about
whether or not a program is appropriate for my son to watch. I need to know more about the
content in order to make an informed decision. I have experienced the movie industry's attempt
at ratings and am frequently disappointed in the things my son is exposed to based on this
system. I no longer have faith in that system and am now forced to: 1. See the movie myself,
first, before deciding ifit is appropriate for my eight year old or 2. Tell him to forget about
seeing the movie because I'm not sure of the content. I do not wish to be faced with this same
problem in my home.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to my family.

Sincerely,

L~~ Stv-~~

Carole Stucki
Palm Harbor, FL 34685
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DEBRA DIXON
3314 w. WESCOTT DRIVE

PHOENIX, AZ 85027
Home Phone 780-1710

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioner
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20544

RE: CS Docket no. 97-55, FCC 97-34

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:,

DOCKET FILE COpy ORIGINAL

March 10, 1997

()

I am writing as a concerned parent and as a member of the PTA. I am dissatisfied with the rating symbol
that has been presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group on January 17, 1997. The
rating symbol that appears on the TV screen at the beginning ofa television program only comes on at the very
beginning and for a very short time. It also does not give me enough information on the show's content. Major
surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents
information about the content ofprograms were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report,and
Media Studies CenterlRoper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children.
Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating system
without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and ask that the FCC not
approve the industry rating system. Instead, I request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC should
accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such a V(for violence), S (for
sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than one rating
system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear more
frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents: and
That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it meets the needs
ofparents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

Debra Dixon
PTA President
Park Meadows Elementary School
Phoenix, AZ 85027
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March 10, 1997

Chainnan Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street NW, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34
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Dear Chainnan Hundt and Commissioners:

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Waggener Traditional High School PTSA,
Louisville, Kentucky, to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti,
Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV
screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about what is
appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate
overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parent information about the content of
programs were conducted by the National PTA, U S. News and World Report, and Media Studies
CenterlRoper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents
want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating
system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV
scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements ofthe Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and ask that
the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the
FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such
as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be make larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and,
• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it

meets the needs of parents.

Thank: you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.
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In.-/3.~f~-
Tina B. Snyder
3919 Grandview Avenue
Louisville, Kentucky

Sincerely,


